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1. INTRODUCTION  
 

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA), Solano County, and the City of Vallejo, in 
cooperation with the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and Federal 
Highways (FHWA), propose to construct improvements to the I-80/Redwood Parkway and 
the State Route (SR) 37/Fairgrounds Drive interchanges to mitigate traffic impacts caused by 
the planned development in the project area, including the Solano County Fairgrounds.  
Fairgrounds Drive, the local roadway that connects the two interchanges, will be widened 
from two to four lanes.  Attachment A shows the Existing Conditions and location of the 
project. 
 
STA is the Implementing Agency, and Solano County and the City of Vallejo are Project 
Sponsors.  Caltrans is the Lead Agency under National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
and STA is the Lead Agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  
 
Route 80 is designated as an interstate highway and SR 37 (Marine World Parkway) is 
designated as a state route.  This will be a Category 3 project due to the anticipated need for a 
revised freeway agreement to reflect the I-80/Redwood Parkway Interchange modifications.  
The preliminary cost estimate for the build alternative is $48.0 million, which includes 
$31,500,000 for construction and $16,500,000 for right of way and utility relocations. 
 
The build alternative consists of modifying the I-80/Redwood Parkway interchange to a Type 
L-1 diamond interchange, widening Fairgrounds Drive from two to four lanes between 
Redwood Street and Coach Lane, widening Fairgrounds Drive from four to five lanes 
between Coach Lane and the SR 37 eastbound entrance ramp, adding an exclusive right turn 
lane to the SR 37 westbound exit ramp, and modifying the lane configurations on 
Fairgrounds Drive at its intersections with SR 37.  
 
It is assumed that the construction of the project would begin in August 2017 and be 
completed by April 2019. 

 
 
2. RECOMMENDATION  
 

It is recommended that the Project Report be approved for the build alternative, that the 
project proceed to the final design phase, and that a cooperative agreement be negotiated for 
final design.  Approval of this Project Report is limited to State-Owned facilities. 
 
All affected local agencies have been consulted with respect to the recommended project, 
their views have been considered, and they are in general accord with the plan as presented. 
 
The design phase of the project will account for staged construction due to coordination with 
a future project to construct High Occupancy Vehicle/Toll lanes (express lanes) along I-80. 
This first stage has been labeled the Minimum Project Alternative (MPA).  The I-80 corridor 
through Solano County has been identified by Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
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(MTC) as part of a feasible express lane network throughout the San Francisco Bay Area.  
STA has completed a study to prioritize implementation of express lanes along the I-80 
corridor. The portion of I-80 within the limits of this project has been identified as a Tier 2 
project. In order to construct the express lanes additional work along the I-80 mainline would 
be necessary. In order to maximize efficiencies and reduce costs, it has been determined that 
construction of the improvements to the EB side of the interchange should be done 
concurrently with the express lane project. It is therefore recommended that the first stage of 
construction not include the modifications to the EB on and off ramps. 
 

3. BACKGROUND  
A. Project History 
The Solano County Transportation Authority (STA) prepared the I-80/I-680/I-780 Major 
Investment and Corridor Study in July 2004 to develop a long range transportation plan for 
those corridors.  The study was broken into seven geographical segments, with this portion of 
the I-80 corridor identified as Segment 2 - Carquinez Bridge to SR 37.  The corridor study 
prioritized projects within the categories of near-term, mid-term and long-term 
improvements.  The I-80 Westbound HOV Lane was identified as Mid-Term priority number 
23 and the I-80 Eastbound HOV Lane with improvements to the Redwood Parkway 
eastbound ramps as priority number 24.  STA, Solano County, Caltrans, and local 
jurisdictions were involved throughout the development of the study. 
 
Solano County received a Federal earmark in 2005 (SAFETEA-LU) to perform preliminary 
studies for the I-80 HOV Lanes/Turner Overcrossing and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) programmed the project in Amendment No. 07-05 to Transportation 
2030 (Tip ID: SOL050061) .   The earmark requires a 20% Local Match which is being funded 
jointly between STA, Solano County and the City of Vallejo. 
 
The I-80 HOV/New Turner Parkway Project Study Report-Project Development Support 
(PSR-PDS) was prepared and approved in March 2009.  The PSR-PDS recommended 
improvements to the I-80/Redwood Parkway Interchange, Fairgrounds Drive, and the SR 
37/Fairgrounds Drive Interchange as an independent component of the I-80 HOV project due 
to the potential future development in the northern area of Vallejo. 
 
MTC programmed this independent project component in Amendment No. 09-31 (TIP ID: 
SOL090015) to continue with the preliminary engineering and environmental planning 
activities.  A subsequent TIP Amendment No. 15-02 revised the Air Quality description to 
non-exempt in order to confirm that the project meets Regional conformity requirements. 
The TIP shows total funding of $93,349,000 with $63,349,000 for construction.  
 
The build alternative has not significantly changed from the alternative previously approved 
in the PSR-PDS.  The Draft Project Report was approved on September 13, 2012. 
 
B. Community Intera ction 
STA and Caltrans began the public information process using several channels of 
communication, including the Notice of Preparation (NOP), mailers, internet, newspaper ads, 
and a public open house scoping meeting to inform the public and agencies of the project and 
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one accident (14%) was caused by unknown factors. 80% of the accidents occurred in clear 
weather. One accident did not state the type of collision. 50% of the accidents were rear end 
collisions. 80% of the accidents occurred during clear and dry conditions. The only accident 
within the project limits involving a pedestrian occurred in this segment. No fatalities were 
reported. 
 
SR-37 WB Ramp Entrance from Fairgrounds Dr 
The total actual accident rate for this location was higher than the statewide average for a 
similar facility, but no fatalities or injuries were reported. 67% of the accidents involved 
drivers speeding and the rest were the result of failure to yield. 67% of the accidents occurred 
in clear and dry conditions. 67% of the accidents were rear end collision and the remaining 
33% were broadside collisions. 67% of the accidents involved vehicles proceeding straight 
and/or stopped.  
 

 
Forecasted Conditions (2035) 
Traffic forecasts were prepared based on the latest version of the Solano-Napa Phase II 
county-wide transportation model.  This model was provided by STA and modifications were 
made to ensure that it accurately reflected the road improvement projects expected to be in 
place by 2035.  Some additional modifications were made to improve the representation of 
the road network within the study area and to incorporate the changes in land use that are 
expected to occur by both 2015 and 2035. This was based on input received from STA, 
Solano County, and City of Vallejo.   
 
The land use assumptions in the 2010 travel demand model have been used for 2010 land use 
assumptions; however, the land use files for 2030 did not reflect current expectations about 
development within the study area.  The Solano County Fairgrounds are now expected to be 
redeveloped with a mixture of hotel, retail, and entertainment uses.  This redevelopment is 
expected to be in place by 2030, as derived from the Solano360 Vision Report, dated May 
28, 2009.  In addition, the existing Elks Club located at 2850 Redwood Parkway, is expected 
to be replaced in the near future by a small retail development, known as the Winco project. 
The Solano-Napa Phase II model was modified to reflect these current projected land uses. 

 
The traffic operations analysis performed for 2035 Build and No Build conditions covered 
three distinct elements: freeway operation during AM and PM peak periods on I-80 and 
SR 37; analysis of intersections within the project limits to provide design inputs; and 
analysis of other intersections within the study area to quantify the broader impacts of the 
project at key intersections identified by City of Vallejo and Solano County. 
 
The freeway operations analysis involved: field observations; use of performance data 
available from Caltrans; bottleneck and capacity analysis using FREQ12; and analysis of 
merging, diverging and weaving locations using HCS.  No significant change is expected in 
the freeway operations as a result of the project.  In the eastbound direction on I-80 at the 
Redwood Parkway interchange, there will be minor changes to traffic speed between the 
existing first off-ramp and the on-ramp, as a result of consolidating the two off-ramps.  No 
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Highway Planting 
No provisions have been made for highway planting with this project.  Standard erosion 
control measures such as hydro-seeding will be applied to new cut/fill slopes.  Highway 
planting is proposed to be accomplished through a separate project after completion of 
construction. 
 
Revegetation will be required, however, in the disturbed areas of Rindler Creek along 
Fairgrounds Drive.  These provisions would be included with the project and are required 
wetland mitigation as detailed in the EIR/EA. 
 
Erosion Control 
Appropriate erosion control measures will be included in the project during the PS&E phase.  
Standard types of treatments, such as mulch, tree/shrub planting, hydro-seed applications, 
and blankets/mats will be considered.  An appropriate Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(SWPPP) will also be implemented during construction to control sedimentation, erosion, 
and other pollutants.  A preliminary Storm Water Data Report has been reviewed by the 
District Storm Water Coordinator and submitted for signature. 
 
Noise Barriers 
A Noise Study Report was prepared to determine the need for noise mitigation near identified 
receivers.  See Section 6.H. Noise Abatement Decision Report for details. 
 
Nonmotorized and Pedestrian Features 
Existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities will be maintained along Redwood Parkway/Street.   
All pedestrian facilities will include ADA compliant curb ramps and other required 
amenities.  Five-foot sidewalks will be provided in the southbound direction of Fairgrounds 
Drive  between Sereno Drive and Redwood Street and in the northbound direction from 
Redwood Street to Coach Lane.  A ten-foot sidewalk is proposed in the northbound direction 
north of Coach Lane.  Class II bike lanes are planned on Fairgrounds Drive  in both direction 
of travel from Redwood Street to the SR 37 interchange. 
 
Needed Roadway Rehabilitation and Upgrading 
A resurfacing and concrete median barrier replacement project was constructed on I-80 in 
2008.  The project provided for pavement rehabilitation from the Tennessee Street 
interchange to American Canyon Road.  Therefore, no upgrading of I-80 is required. 
 
A project to construct a concrete barrier between the I-80 EB mainline and Admiral 
Callaghan Lane from the EB hook on-ramp to the SR37 off-ramp was completed in January 
2012. 
 
The existing pavement on Fairgrounds Drive is asphalt concrete.  There are no visible signs 
of pavement distress or failure. 
 
The pavement on the existing on and off ramps do not exhibit any visible signs of failure or 
distress. 
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Where ramps and roadways will be widened, an appropriate asphalt concrete overlay will be 
applied during construction prior to final striping of the facility.   For cost estimating 
purposes, it is assumed that all areas of ramp and roadway widening will require an overlay.  
 
Cost Estimates 
The breakdown of remaining anticipated costs associated with the build alternative are as 
follows.  See Attachments C and D for details of the Construction and Right of Way Cost 
Estimates.  

 
Cost Element Estimated Cost (2014) 

PS&E*  $3,700,000 
Construction Management @ 12% $3,800,000 
Construction Administration @ 3% $1,000,000 
Construction $31,500,000 
Right of Way  $16,500,000 

Total $56,500,000 
*Includes 10% of Construction cost plus 3% of Right of Way cost for R/W Engineering 

 
The designed pavement structural sections will be determined during Final Design. The 
approach of using the existing structural sections for cost estimating purposes was discussed 
with CT District materials engineer, Tinu Mishra, who concurred with proposed method on 
9/6/12. The project also received approval to be exempt from preparing a Life Cycle Cost 
Analysis. The approval was received on 9/4/12 from Bill Farnbach. For the purposes of 
preparing the cost estimates, the existing structural sections were matched for the new 
pavement construction. The assumed structural sections were: 
 
I-80 Mainline 
OGAC 0.10' 
RAC-G 0.15' 
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type A) 0.14' 
CTB 0.67' 
CL 4 AS 1.00' 
 

I-80 Ramps 
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B) 0.50' 
ATPB 0.20' 
CL 2 AB 0.55' 
CL 4 AS 0.95' 
 

SR-37 Ramp 
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B) 0.45' 
ATPB 0.25' 
CL 2 AB 0.60' 
CL 1 PERM MTL 1.20' 
 

Redwood St/Pkwy 
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B) 0.40' 
CL 2 AB 0.80' 
CL 4 AS 1.30' 
 

Fairgrounds Drive & Other Local Streets 
Hot Mix Asphalt (Type B) 0.40' 
CL 2 AB 0.60' 
CL 1 PERM MTL 1.00' 
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Right of Way Data 
See Attachment D for Right of Way Data Sheets. 
 
Effect of Projects Funded by Others on State Highway 
The Traffic Operations Analysis Report included analyses of I-80 between Tennessee Street 
and American Canyon Road and of SR 37 between SR 29 and I-80.  The analyses showed 
that there is no significant difference between the Build and No Build traffic operations on 
these facilities.  

 
B. No Build Alternative 

 
Under the No Build alternative no improvements would be made to the I-80/Redwood Street 
interchange, Redwood Street/Redwood Parkway, or Fairgrounds drive.  The No Build 
alternative was examined for comparison between the Build alternative and not building the 
project for the horizon year of 2035.  The No Build alternative would not address the 
projected traffic operational issues discussed in Section 4C.  It would also not address the 
problems and deficiencies discussed in Section 4A. 
 
The No Build Alternative does not meet the need and purpose of the project. 

 
C. Rejected Alternatives 
 
Several additional interchange configurations were investigated during the development of 
the Build Alternative and during the Value Analysis study.  The rejected alternatives are 
described in Table 5 below along with the reasons for rejection.   
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Alternative Summary of Reason for Withdrawal 

5 

Alternative 5 would reconfigure the I-80/Redwood Parkway interchange as a 
pitchfork configuration.  Alternative 5 would result in non-standard shoulders (2 to 3 
feet) on I-80 at the Redwood Parkway overcrossing.  This Alternative would also 
increase the potential for wrong-way movements.  Additional residential right-of-
way acquisitions would be required in the southwest quadrant of the proposed 
interchange improvements. 

6 

Alternative 6 would reconfigure the I-80/Redwood Parkway interchange as a 
roundabout configuration.  The steep grades in this area would not support this 
configuration. The roundabout configuration would not balance the flow of traffic in 
and out of the interchange. 

7 

Alternative 7 would reconfigure the I-80/Redwood Parkway interchange as an 
urban interchange configuration.  It would be difficult to construct the overcrossing 
structure and stage, as it would have to be right on top of the existing bridge.  A 
new bridge over I-80 would be required (see Alternative 3 for impacts).  Alternative 
7 eliminates access to westbound I-80 from Fairgrounds Drive.  This alternative 
would also require three westbound through travel lanes on Redwood Parkway. 

VA 1.1 

Alternative VA 1.1 would improve the existing I-80 Redwood Parkway interchange 
by adding lanes.  Modification of the existing interchange configuration does not 
work from an operational standpoint.  The five-legged intersection at westbound I-
80 Ramps/Redwood Street/Fairgrounds Drive would operate at LOS E under 2035 
evening peak commute hours.  In addition, the queuing associated with the evening 
peak traffic conditions at all intersections would cause unacceptable congestion 
and block adjacent intersections. 

VA 1.2 

Alternative VA 1.2 would improve the existing eastbound I-80 ramps by adding 
lanes.  The queuing associated with the 2035 evening peak traffic conditions at the 
existing eastbound I-80 Ramps/Admiral Callaghan Lane intersection and the 
Redwood Parkway/Admiral Callaghan Lane/I-80 EB exit ramp intersection would 
cause unacceptable congestion and block adjacent intersections. 

VA 1.3 

Alternative VA 1.3 would construct a diverging diamond interchange serving the 
eastbound I-80 ramps/Redwood Parkway intersection.  This alternative is not 
feasible due to the close proximity of the Redwood Parkway/Admiral Callaghan 
Lane intersection, and the 8 percent grade that would need to be maintained in 
order to use the existing overcrossing structure.  In addition, this alternative poses 
substantial schedule delays as this interchange type has not been accepted in 
California. 

 
 
6. CONSIDERATIONS REQUIRING DISCUSSION  
 

A. Hazardous Waste 
 

The Initial Site Assessment Report (ISA), dated November 14, 2007, evaluated the potential 
existence of hazardous materials in shallow soil and groundwater resulting from past and 
present site uses within the Project area. The ISA included site reconnaissance and a review 
of available historical documentation; including regulatory agency records, aerial 
photographs, Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps, and reverse city directories. The results of the 
ISA indicated that various properties of potential environmental concern exist within the 
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There are no feasible alternatives that would avoid impacting these areas containing 
hazardous materials. Modifying the alignments to avoid the areas would result in additional 
displacements to both residential and business properties and would create additional 
environmental impacts. 

 
B. Value Analysis 

 
A Value Analysis (VA) Study was held October 17-21, 2011 at Caltrans District 04 offices.  
VA Team member experience encompassed the following areas of expertise:  Traffic, Right 
of Way, Geometrics/Roadway Design, and Constructability.  Several VA Alternatives were 
recommended for consideration, including those discussed in Section 5.B.  None of those 
recommended alternatives were deemed viable.   
 
The VA Study was conducted in accordance with current Caltrans policies, procedures, and 
guidelines for Value Analysis.  The VA Study Facilitator was Ginger Adams, a Certified 
Value Specialist.  
 
C. Resource Conservation 

 
In order to conserve energy and nonrenewable resources, components of the existing facility 
will be reused to the greatest extent practicable.  Existing pavement structural sections will 
be incorporated into the proposed modifications if the materials are found to be adequate 
during geotechnical investigations.  In addition, street lighting, signs, existing drainage 
features, material removed during roadway excavation operations, etc. will be appropriately 
reused or salvaged. 
 

D. Right of Way  
 

Right of way acquisitions will be required to construct the proposed improvements. 
Properties that will be affected as a result of this project include five vacant parcels, 18 
parcels with single family residential units, one parcel with a multi-family residential unit, 
and 13 commercial parcels. Residential and business relocation assistance will be provided 
for all eligible occupants.  No critical or sensitive parcels will be impacted by the project. 
 
No airspace lease areas are involved with this project. 
 
The EIR/EA addresses impacts on the local community, and it includes a relocation impact 
study to specifically assess the project impacts to displaced persons and businesses. 
 
The proposed project would result in the displacement of 14 existing single/multi-family 
residential units.  Residential displacements would primarily occur at the periphery of the 
residential neighborhoods and comprise a relatively small proportion of these neighborhoods. 
 
According to the 2010 US Census, there are 44,433 total housing units in the City of Vallejo. 
Of these, 3,874 housing units are vacant, representing approximately 9 percent of the total 
housing units in the City of Vallejo. Given the high vacancy rate of housing units within the 
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protective measures.  The project would not violate any water quality standards, deplete 
groundwater supplies, alter drainage patterns, or create capacity exceeding runoff.   
 
There is a portion of the Build Alternative improvements that would be located within an 
existing base floodplain in the area where Rindler Creek parallels Fairgrounds Drive, north of 
Coach Lane.  This area makes up the hydrologic study area for determining potential adverse 
effects related to flooding and floodplain encroachment. 
  
The Build Alternative proposes shifting the Rindler Creek channel and its associated riparian 
vegetation to the east in order to accommodate the widening of Fairgrounds Drive and adding 
approximately 380,000 cubic feet of embankment.  The new embankment would encroach 
into the existing 100-year base floodplain.  The Flood Insurance Study for Rindler Creek and 
the Vallejo Sanitation & Flood Control District Storm Drain Master Plan (October 2002) 
show that there is no history of flooding on Fairgrounds Drive. However, the areas 
surrounding Fairgrounds Drive are inundated during the 100-year storm event. This 
floodplain encroachment is not considered an environmental risk in terms of flooding. 
Impacts due to the placement of the new embankment area have been mitigated by 
excavating an additional amount of soil for the relocated Rindler Creek. 
 
The project will have a disturbed soil area (DSA) more than 1 acre. To comply with the 
conditions of the Caltrans Construction General Permit (CGP), and address the temporary 
water quality impacts resulting from the construction activities in this project, a Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), as required by Section 13 Water Pollution Control, of 
the 2010 Caltrans Standard Specifications, will need to be prepared and implemented during 
construction.  At the Plans, Specifications and Estimate (PS&E) phase when the construction 
start and end date is determined, a risk level determination will be performed per CGP 
requirement to assess the sediment, receiving water body and combined risk and the project 
will be designated as risk level 1, 2 or 3.  Based on the project's risk level various Water 
Pollution Control, monitoring, and sampling tasks will be required. 
 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) need to be implemented to address the temporary water 
quality impacts resulting from the construction activities in the project. BMPs will include 
the measures of soil stabilization, sediment control, wind erosion control, tracking control, 
non-storm water management, and waste management/materials pollution control.  
Appropriate BMPs and their quantities need to be developed during the PS & E phase. 
 
If a significant amount of groundwater is encountered in the deep excavations, dewatering 
may be required. Early discussion should be initiated with the Water Pollution Control 
Branch. As part of the Hazardous Waste Site Investigation, ground water testing may be 
required to determine if it is contaminated to develop contract provisions for its handling and 
disposal during construction. 
 
Creek diversion will be necessary to relocate Rindler Creek. Early discussion with the Water 
Pollution Control Branch of office of Water Quality is required for the Temporary Creek 
Diversion System and should be done early in the PS&E phase. 
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11. REVIEWS 
 

The project was reviewed by Mike Thomas, Division of Design, Design Coordinator and 
Gordon Brown, Division of Design, Design Reviewer, on September 26, 2011, and Karen 
Bobo, FHWA Director, Local Programs on September 5, 2008 (during the preparation of the 
PSR-PDS). The Draft Project Report was reviewed by Gordon Brown, Division of Design - 
Design Reviewer, on 2/29/2012. All of their comments have been incorporated into this 
document.  
 
This report was reviewed by Lanh Phan, FHWA Senior Transportation Engineer, on 
5/14/2012. Per the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A 
Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU), the project is eligible for federal-aid funding and is 
considered to be an "assigned" project under the updated 2010 FHWA-Caltrans Joint 
Stewardship and Oversight Agreement. 
 
Signed into law in 2005, the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act 
(SAFETEA-LU) was a funding and authorization bill that governed United States federal 
surface transportation spending.  Under Section 6005 of the SAFETEA-LU, the Department 
assumed all of FHWA's responsibilities under NEPA for projects on California's State 
Highway System and for federal-aid local streets and roads projects under FHWA's Surface 
Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program (Pilot Program).  The Pilot Program (as 
amended) expired in August 2012, and was effectively replaced under a new transportation 
bill,  Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21), which was signed into law by 
President Barack Obama on July 6, 2012.  MAP-21 establishes a revised and permanent 
Surface Transportation Project Delivery Program.  As a result, the Department entered into a 
memorandum of understanding (NEPA Assignment MOU) with FHWA that incorporates by 
reference the terms and conditions of the Pilot Program.   
 
The Department continues to assume FHWA responsibilities under NEPA and other federal 
environmental laws in the same manner as was assigned under the Pilot Program, with minor 
changes.  The passing of MAP-21 is considered a global revision to the regulatory setting of 
the environmental document.  Incorporation of the MAP-21 regulatory language does not 
affect the environmental analyses or conclusions of the EIR/EA. 

 
At the Interstate 80 and Redwood Parkway interchange, an FHWA "engineering and 
operational acceptability" (EOA) determination is required in the PA&ED phase prior to 
circulation of the draft environmental document for access change/modification. Final 
approval would be given immediately after the NEPA process is completed, if there are no 
major changes in the proposed design since the approval of EOA. Exceptions to Mandatory 
Design Standards proposed on the Interstate System would also require FHWA concurrence. 
 
FHWA found the Build Alternative and Mandatory Design Exceptions to be acceptable as 
documented in the EOA letter to Bijan Sartipi, District Director, Caltrans District 4, dated 
August 15, 2013. A copy of the letter has been included in this document as Appendix L. 
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Attachment E 
Existing and Forecasted Traffic Data 
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Attachment F 
Feasible Noise Barrier Locations 



Redwood Parkway-Fairgrounds Drive Improvements E-FIS 0400020584/EA 4A4410 

 

Attachment G 
Final EIR/EA  and 

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) 
Cover, Signature Page, 

and Summary 
(Complete FED Under Separate Cover) 
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Attachment H 
TMP Data Sheet 
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Attachment I  
Minimum Project Alternative 

Layouts 
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Attachment J 
Minimum Project Alternative 

Cost Estimate 
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Attachment K 
Minimum Project Alternative 

Right of Way Data Sheet 
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Attachment L  
FHWA Engineering And 
Operational Acceptability 

Determination Letter  
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Attachment M 
Risk Register  
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Attachment N 
Pavement Strategy 
Review Checklist 


